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Further, the amendment stipulates

that the Secretary of Energy, the Com-
mission, or the courts may not order
sales of electricity or natural gas into
any such state without guarantees of
being paid. It also allows state public
utility commissions in other western
states to make sure that utility service
areas are served before utilities in
their respective states can sell into
what might be a higher market in Cali-
fornia.

It also orders the Secretary of En-
ergy to conduct an inquiry into the
charges of shifting funds between utili-
ties and parent holding companies.
Two weeks ago, at a hearing of the En-
ergy Committee, I asked three Cali-
fornia utilities if they were seeing any
decrease in demand in response to calls
for conservation. The answer was no.

I also asked several energy experts if,
in their opinion, state officials in Cali-
fornia were taking the measures need-
ed to fix their broken restructuring ef-
fort. Again, the answer was either
‘‘No’’ or ‘‘Mostly, but not completely.’’

To put a human face on what is hap-
pening in my state, I would like to dis-
cuss a letter I recently received from a
rural school district in my state. Basi-
cally, they are pleading for the energy
crisis to be fixed because, as a small
school district, they are having to take
resources away from students to pay
energy bills. Their local utility has
just added a 20 percent surcharge to
the cost of electricity. The district also
heats a number of its school buildings
with natural gas. In November 1999, the
bill was $4,383.59. By November 2000,
the bill to heat the same buildings was
$11,942.

Another small school district in my
state is concerned that its power bills
may go up by $100,000. For them, that
means laying off two teachers.

Oregon is doing its part to conserve,
and to build new resources. My amend-
ment today is trying to prod California
to send the right price signals to its
consumers to join us in this fight.

f

NOTICE OF HEARING

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

The hearing will take place on Thurs-
day, March 1, 2001 at 9:30 a.m. in room
SD–106 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, D.C.

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
ceived testimony on S. 26, a bill to
amend the Department of Energy Au-
thorization Act to authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to impose interim
limitations on the cost of electric en-
ergy to protect consumers from unjust
and unreasonable prices in the electric
energy market, S. 80, California Elec-
tricity Consumers Relief Act of 2001,
and S. 287, a bill to direct the Federal

Energy Regulatory Commission to im-
pose cost-of-service based rates on
sales by public utilities of electric en-
ergy at wholesale in the western en-
ergy market, and amendment No. 12 to
S. 287.

Because of the limited time available
for the hearing, witnesses may testify
by invitation only. However, those
wishing to submit written testimony
for the hearing record should send two
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, SRC–2
Senate Russell Courtyard, Washington,
D.C. 20510–6150.

For further information, please call
Trici Heninger at (202) 224–7875.

f

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs be au-
thorized to meet on Thursday, Feb-
ruary 15, 2001 at 11 a.m. for a business
meeting to consider pending Com-
mittee business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,
AND PENSIONS

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions be authorized to meet for
a hearing on President Bush’s Edu-
cation Proposals during the session of
the Senate on Thursday, February 15,
2001 at 9:30 a.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized
to meet to conduct a markup on Thurs-
day, February 15, 2001 at 10 a.m. The
markup will take place in Dirksen
Room 226.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that a member
of my staff, Kevin Krukfy, be allowed
the privilege of the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

SENATE SCHEDULE

Mr. LOTT. For the information of all
Senators, the two sides of the aisle are
in the process of clearing a resolution,
if at all possible, on the energy situa-
tion. We are hoping to work through
that. If we can do so, we expect it will
pass on a voice vote. Therefore, there
will be no further votes this week.

The Senate will reconvene on Mon-
day, February 26, and following the
reading of George Washington’s Fare-

well Address by the junior Senator, ap-
propriately, from Virginia, Mr. ALLEN,
the Senate will then conduct a lengthy
period of morning business.

On Wednesday of that week, the Sen-
ate will be expected to begin consider-
ation of the bankruptcy bill.

I thank my colleagues for their co-
operation.

Again, I want to say that we may or
may not have a resolution with regard
to the energy situation. But the Senate
would like to acknowledge there is a
problem in this country and commit to
taking appropriate and comprehensive
actions in dealing with this problem in
the weeks ahead.

I wish all of my colleagues a very en-
joyable Presidents’ Day work period.

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut.
f

PAUL D. COVERDELL
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, we have

just adopted a resolution offered by the
majority leader and others that will
honor our former colleague, Paul
Coverdell of Georgia, for his service as
a Member of this body, as a member of
the political life of the State of Geor-
gia, and as a Director of the U.S. Peace
Corps.

This resolution, among other things,
would name the Washington national
headquarters of the Peace Corps as the
Paul D. Coverdell Peace Corps Head-
quarters.

The bill would also authorize $10 mil-
lion in appropriations to give an award
to the University of Georgia to support
the construction of the Paul D. Cover-
dell Building at the Institute of Bio-
medical and Health Sciences at the
University of Georgia.

The legislation to honor our former
colleague, in addition to what was done
last year—when we enacted the Paul D.
Coverdell Worldwide School Act of
2000—would designate the Worldwide
Schools Program as the Paul D. Cover-
dell Worldwide Schools Program that
was begun by Senator Coverdell when
he was Director of the Peace Corps.

Last year’s action was a fitting one
by this Congress to honor our former
colleague and is an appropriate tribute
which recognizes the special contribu-
tion Paul Coverdell made to the Peace
Corps during his tenure as its Director.
I strongly and enthusiastically sup-
ported its enactment.

Let me, first of all, say there is a par-
ticular reason I speak on this par-
ticular issue, in addition to my affec-
tion for Paul Coverdell and the years I
spent working with him.

As I mentioned a moment ago in the
colloquy with the distinguished major-
ity leader, some 33 years ago, after I
finished college, I served as a Peace
Corps volunteer in the Dominican Re-
public not far from the Haitian border
for 21⁄2 years in the mountains. I
worked with 22 communities and some
11,000 people in the northwest region of
that country. It was an important pe-
riod of maturation in my life. I learned
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a great deal about myself and have a
deeper appreciation of my own coun-
try.

Serving outside of the United States
and seeing the shortcomings of other
nations, one appreciates in many ways
unimaginable as a U.S. citizen, how
fortunate we are to live in this great
country with 200 years of strong de-
mocracy and freedoms and opportuni-
ties that the world envisions. One also
comes away with a deeper appreciation
of other cultures and other peoples. It
was a wonderful experience.

I have often said that next to my
family and the circumstances of grow-
ing up in a strong, healthy household
with five siblings and wonderful par-
ents, no other event in my life was as
significant as these years as a Peace
Corps volunteer—as a part of growing
up and learning more about myself,
sparking, in many ways, a determina-
tion to be a part of public life. And
that has occurred over the years since
my arrival in the House of Representa-
tives as the first former Peace Corps
volunteer to be elected to the Congress,
along with Paul Tsongas that year, a
blessed memory. And then I arrived in
the Senate, along with Paul Tsongas, 2
years after his arrival, as Peace Corps
volunteers here. Today I am the only
returning volunteer.

I sometimes like to have some fun
with my colleague from West Virginia,
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, the junior Senator
from West Virginia, who was a staff
member of the Peace Corps. But we
make a significant distinction between
staff members and volunteers. The
161,000 Americans who are former
Peace Corps volunteers will appreciate
that distinction.

There are deeply emotional and
strong feelings that I have about this
organization and the contribution that
it has made to our Nation and to mil-
lions of people all over the globe.

This was an idea that was born in a
speech given by another Senator in the
State of Michigan as he was running
for President in 1960. His name was
John Fitzgerald Kennedy. He said, on
the steps of the University of Michi-
gan, that he had an idea where Ameri-
cans of all ages might take a period out
of their lives to serve the needs of oth-
ers around the globe. It was an idea
that Hubert Humphrey had talked
about as a Senator—not specifically
the Peace Corps, but he had raised the
idea of Americans serving the interests
of others around the globe.

Then, over the years, beginning with
the remarkable leadership of Sargent
Shriver as the first Director of the
Peace Corps, there have been 14 other
Directors over 40 years. Most remark-
ably, there was one directorship under
Loret Ruppe, the wife of a former Re-
publican House Member, who I served
with for 8 years under the Reagan
years. She led the Peace Corps in a
most magnificent way. In fact, I re-
member she even forwent some of her
salary initially because she did not feel
she understood the Peace Corps well

enough to take a salary. That is how
dedicated she was to this organization.

But over the years, we have talked
about the Peace Corps not as John
Kennedy’s Peace Corps or Hubert Hum-
phrey’s Peace Corps or Sargent Shriv-
er’s Peace Corps or Loret Ruppe’s
Peace Corps or my Peace Corps; it has
been the Nation’s. It just says: The
Peace Corps. There is one room at the
Peace Corps named for Sargent Shriv-
er, but that is the only facility I know
of that has a name on it at all, because
we never thought it belonged to any
particular person.

Literally hundreds of thousands of
people, in direct and indirect ways,
have made a significant contribution
to this organization. I served with vol-
unteers who lost their lives during the
term of their service. Yet despite that,
and the efforts maybe in some coun-
tries to designate certain places or
areas in memory of these individuals,
we have kept it sort of as a nameless
organization in that sense.

I hope people understand that when
this proposal was made—and I respect
the fact that these things can happen—
no one came and asked me what I
thought about whether or not we ought
to name this building after one par-
ticular individual. Had I been asked
about it prior to this decision to move
forward with it—regardless of who had
come forward with any particular
name—I would have expressed the same
reservation. This has nothing to do
with my deep respect for Paul Cover-
dell. As the majority leader pointed
out, I gave a heartfelt set of remarks
at the time of his passing, so I feel
somewhat awkward in even standing
up and talking about this. But we have
to be far more judicious, and careful
not to race down and offer resolutions
to put names on buildings in this com-
munity and elsewhere without think-
ing through what the implications are.

For those who have served well,
brought honor to institutions, to try to
race ahead with one name over another
does not serve this country well, does
not serve its institutions well.

I was asked to be the co-chairman of
a bipartisan group last year to choose
two Senators’ portraits to be painted
on two ovals outside this Chamber in
the reception area. Slade Gorton from
the State of Washington was the other
member of this two-member commis-
sion. We made selections after deep dis-
cussions with the Senate historian and
with other Members. In fact, I remem-
ber having a conversation with the dis-
tinguished former minority-majority
leader, Senator BYRD of West Virginia,
about his ideas.

We went to our respective caucuses,
shared these ideas, and, finally, after
having vented the entire process, came
to the Chamber with the suggestions of
Senator Vandenberg and Senator Wag-
ner of New York to be the two sugges-
tions. But we went through the process
even before we decided to put the por-
traits of the two Senators high up on
the wall of the reception area.

I would urge my colleagues, aside
from this particular set of cir-
cumstances, that rather than trying to
compete with one another as to wheth-
er or not we are going to have a Repub-
lican or a Democrat or some particular
name on a building, that we slow down,
think, and be more careful about how
we proceed on these matters.

That was the motivation, more than
anything else, that caused me to object
yesterday to this resolution going for-
ward, the concerns I had about the
naming process, in this particular reso-
lution. So in no way does my lack of
enthusiasm for this resolution, which
is before us and which has just been
adopted, suggest a criticism of Paul
Coverdell’s tenure at the Peace Corps.
In fact, he was a very fine Director of
the Peace Corps, who made a number of
contributions to the organization, in-
cluding the establishment, as we al-
ready heard, of the Worldwide Schools
Program, and the dispatching of volun-
teers, for the first time, to Hungary
and Poland.

As I said, there were also 14 other Di-
rectors of the Peace Corps who made
significant contributions. Paul was not
the Peace Corps’s first Director. As I
mentioned, Sargent Shriver was the
first Director, who gave the organiza-
tion the kind of direction and defini-
tion it needed at the outset and during
his entire tenure. Loret Ruppe, who I
mentioned, holds the honor of having
served as the longest Director of the
Peace Corps, which was during the 8
years of the Reagan administration. I
respected Paul Coverdell enormously. I
worked closely with him on Peace
Corps issues when he was the Director
between 1989 and 1991. I actually
chaired his confirmation hearings be-
fore the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee.

He and I continued to work together
on Peace Corps matters when he joined
the Senate in 1993, and served, as he did
then, as the ranking member. I was
then chairman of the subcommittee
having jurisdiction over the Peace
Corps. Whenever he would discuss any
legislation related to the Peace Corps,
the first thing Paul Coverdell would
ask was, is it good for the Peace Corps?
Is it going to create problems? Is it
going to fracture the bipartisan con-
sensus that has existed for 40 years
with respect to this organization?

Paul always put the interests of the
organization, and particularly the vol-
unteers, first. I believe we should do so
as well. That is our responsibility, in
my view.

This year the Peace Corps will cele-
brate its 40th anniversary since being
established by President Kennedy in
1961. The Peace Corps stands as a living
embodiment of the well-remembered
challenge that President Kennedy
posed to all Americans more than four
decades ago: It is not what your coun-
try can do for you but, rather, what
you can do for your Nation.

The Peace Corps was first established
by Executive order during the early
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days of the Kennedy administration.
Sargent Shriver was named as its first
Director. Soon thereafter Congress en-
acted legislation to codify it into law.

The legislation is quite simple. It set
forth three goals for the organization:
to help the people of interested nations
in meeting their need for trained men
and women, to help promote a better
understanding of Americans on the
part of peoples served, and to help pro-
mote a better understanding of other
peoples on the part of Americans.

As the first Director of the Peace
Corps, Sargent Shriver confronted the
special challenge of transforming
President Kennedy’s challenge to
America’s young adults into an oper-
ation program that would meet the
three goals established by this organi-
zation.

During the 5 years of his tenure as
Director, Sargent Shriver gave form to
the dream of voluntary service. The 14
Directors who followed in his footsteps
benefitted from the foundation that he
had established for the organization.
However, each succeeding Director, in
his or her own way, has also made sig-
nificant contributions, which has kept
the Peace Corps strong and vibrant
over these past 40 years.

The heart and soul of the organiza-
tion, however, is not the Directors of
the Peace Corps, or the Peace Corps
staff in Washington, or the buildings; it
is the volunteers—past, present, and
future.

Over the past 40 years, more than
161,000 Americans, young and old, men
and women, have given up at least 2
years of their lives in service to our
Nation, and in far flung corners of the
world. I was privileged, as I said at the
outset of these remarks, to be one of
those volunteers.

Peace Corps volunteers have served
in 130 nations, working to bring clean
water to communities, teaching their
children, helping start small busi-
nesses, and more recently joining in
the international efforts to stop the
spread of AIDS.

Today, there are more than 7,000 vol-
unteers serving in 76 nations, working
to put a living face on America for
those people in developing countries
who might never otherwise have any
contact with America or her values.
Through the Peace Corps, the United
States has shared its most valuable re-
source in the promotion of peace and
development—its people. That is our
greatest resource, and volunteers are
the very embodiment of our best val-
ues.

The men and women who have served
and answered the call of the Peace
Corps reflect the rich diversity of our
Nation, but they have one thing in
common; namely, a common spirit of
service, of dedication, and of idealism.
We should not let politics or partisan
bickering ever in any way diminish
that spirit. Let us continue to respect
the unique nature of the Peace Corps
and show deference to the tens of thou-
sands of volunteers who have given

their time to make the Peace Corps the
internationally respected organization
that it is today. It is more than one di-
rector. It is more than any one volun-
teer. In fact, the sum total of the Peace
Corps is larger than all of its parts.
That is why we should not try to em-
body the spirit of the organization by
placing one of its elements above the
others.

For those reasons, I raised the objec-
tions and the reservations about this
resolution. I withdrew those reserva-
tions in the spirit of cooperation,
knowing it is important that the Peace
Corps not be embroiled in this kind of
battle.

I hope in the future more patience
will be demonstrated, more consulta-
tion involved, before we move ahead at
the pace we did with this particular
proposal. My respect and admiration to
Paul and his family, to his wife, and to
his staff and others who have worked
with him over the years. Please under-
stand that my objections raised here
today, my reservations raised here
today, have nothing whatsoever to do
with my deep admiration for him, his
work as Senator, or his work as Direc-
tor of the Peace Corps during his 2
years of service.

I thank my colleague from West Vir-
ginia and yield the floor.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent, on behalf of the major-
ity leader, that the Senate now enter
into a period for the transaction of
morning business and Senators be per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each, with the exception of my own
statement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

RECONCILIATION PROCESS
REFORM

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, one of the
most significant pieces of legislation
ever enacted by Congress was the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974. In my
capacity as Majority Whip, as well as
Chairman of the Senate Rules Commit-
tee’s Subcommittee on the Standing
Rules of the Senate, I was deeply in-
volved in the preparation of the Senate
version of that bill, S. 1541. I assembled
a staff working group to make exten-
sive revisions to a bill that had been
reported out of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations. That staff group
consisted of representatives of the
chairmen of the ten standing commit-
tees of the Senate, four joint commit-
tees, the House Appropriations Com-
mittee, the Congressional Research
Service, and the Office of Senate Legis-
lative Counsel, and the parliamen-
tarian of the Senate—at that time,
Robert Dove.

On March 19, 1974, we took S. 1541 to
the Senate Floor. At that time I stated
that, ‘‘when Senators look back some
years in the future, many may be able

to say that this was among the most
important measures acted upon during
our entire service in Congress.’’

As I pointed out in my remarks on
March 19, 1974, ‘‘In the fifty years sub-
sequent to the enactment of the Budg-
et and Accounting Act, Congress had
permitted its ‘power of the purse’
under The Constitution to slip away, or
diminish.’’ That trend, as I further
pointed out, had been magnified during
the previous five years. While presi-
dents over many decades had occasion-
ally seen fit to withhold funds appro-
priated by Congress, in the years lead-
ing up to the enactment of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, the
President had expanded this practice to
cover programs throughout the Gov-
ernment. Many billions of dollars had
been withheld, not because of any
changes in circumstances after the ac-
tion of the Congress in approving the
funding, but merely because the Presi-
dent did not agree with the priorities
or the judgments made by the Con-
gress. As a consequence, the confidence
of the public in its Government proc-
esses had been diminished.

In order to give force, then, to
Congress’s spending choices, and in
order to stop this arbitrary with-
holding by the executive branch, it was
necessary to put into place a new
Budget and Impoundment Control Act.
S. 1541 established a comprehensive
congressional budget process. Under
that act, a budget reconciliation proc-
ess was established as an optional pro-
cedure to enhance Congress’s ability to
change current law in order to bring
revenue and spending levels into con-
formity with the targets of the budget
resolution.

Let me repeat that sentence. There
are probably Senators who wonder,
why do we have a reconciliation proc-
ess? Why was it created in the first in-
stance? Let me say again, under that
act, a budget reconciliation process
was established as an optional proce-
dure to enhance Congress’s ability to
change current law in order to bring
revenue and spending levels into con-
formity with the targets of the budget
resolution.

At the time of the enactment of the
Congressional Budget and Impound-
ment Control Act of 1974, it was
thought that Congress would pass its
first budget resolution at the beginning
of the session, followed by the annual
appropriation bills and any other
spending measures.

Perhaps I should say that again, just
to show how far we have wandered
from the course originally conceived
by the Congress as the reconciliation
process. At the time of the enactment
of the Congressional Budget and Im-
poundment Control Act of 1974, it was
thought that Congress would pass its
first budget resolution at the beginning
of the session, followed by the annual
appropriation bills—all of them; today
that would be 13 annual appropriation
bills—followed by the annual appro-
priation bills and any other spending
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